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He was supported by a dozen members . . .

An equal number of speakers opposed the amendment. . . .

Mr. Gandhi then made a short speech. He said he wanted to make it
clear that today his hope of getting redress of Punjab and Khilafat through
the British Government was ever so much greater than it -was at any time 15
months ago. Within the Congress Greed there was still a chance for two parties
who wanted swaraj within or without the British Empire, but there could be
no room for those who wanted to resort to violence, because -the moment
anyone joined the Congress, he must sign a pledge of non-violence in terms of
the Creed. Mr. Gandhi emphasized that the attainment of swaraj would by
itself break imperialism. India even then would be certainly free. Concluding,
he warned all against estranging from them the Moderates and others who were
sympathizing with them, by taking steps which make the present easy task one -
of great difficult tasks.

Before the amendment of Mohani was put to vote all the visitors were
asked to leave ... it was rejected by a great majority, only 52 voting for
it. ...

The Hindu, 28-12-1921

46.   SPEECH AT SUBJECTS COMMITTEE MEETING,
AHMEDABAD
December 28, 1921
The Subjects Committee had its final sitting today and before adjourning
rejected by an overwhelming majority Pandit Malaviya's proposition urging the
Congress to declare its desire for a round table conference on reasonable terms
and to delete from yesterday's main resolution that clause which advised aggre-
ssive civil disobedience.
The committee met at eight in the morning . . . Hakim Ajmal Khan
could not come ....
Mr. Gandhi was thereupon voted to the chair.
In opening the proceedings Mr. Gandhi informed the 'house that the
Madras members including Messrs Vijayaraghavachariar, Kasturi Ranga lyengar1
and Satyamurti had been pressing upon him the desirability of the passing of
a resolution in reply to the Viceroy's Calcutta speech, emphatically pronouncing
on the part of the Congress that the destinies of India were not in the hands of
the British Parliament but in the hands of the Congress and that the British
Parliament could merely ratify the wishes of the people of India. On the other
hand, he said Pandit Malaviya and Mr. Jinnah were pressing that the Congress
1 Journalist and Congress leader of Madras
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